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the promise of transforming our coun-
try and the world. H.R. 808 creates a
Department of Peace and Nonviolence.
It is now supported by 52 Members of
the House of Representatives, and it is
supported by groups who yesterday
came to Washington representing 45
States. Last night, nearly 1,000 people
came to the George Washington Uni-
versity campus to hear about the De-
partment of Peace and the hope that it
brings for America.

Mr. Speaker, if you were to look at
this clerk’s desk, just around the cor-
ner you will see engraved right into the
desk of the clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives the word ‘‘peace.” Peace is
a foundational principle of this Con-
gress and of this country, and the bill
gives it a chance to have an animating
power in our civic life by addressing
the issues of domestic violence, spousal
abuse, child abuse, violence in the
schools, racial violence, all of those
concerns we have both domestically
and internationally.

Peace.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAIRD). The Chair will remind all per-
sons in the gallery that they are here
as guests of the House, and that any
manifestation of approval or dis-
approval of the proceedings or other
audible conversation is in violation of
the rules of the House.

CONTINUE FUNDING OUR TROOPS
IN TRAQ

(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, in the
other body yesterday, under the leader-
ship of Senator REID, the gentleman
from New Hampshire, Senator GREGG,
had a resolution supporting the fund-
ing of our troops, and the Senate lead-
ership prevented that resolution from
being brought to the floor under reg-
ular order because they wanted first to
bring a resolution condemning the
President.

Now the Speaker of the House has
announced that next week we will have
a resolution brought to the floor of this
body condemning the President’s plan
for a new way forward in Iraq.

I challenge the Speaker and the
Democratic leadership, if that resolu-
tion is on this floor, to bring forward
also the resolution of a true war hero,
Representative SAM JOHNSON of Texas,
supporting the continued funding of
the troops in Iraq.

We have heard Members on the other
side of the aisle continue to say we can
and will, if necessary, cut off funding.
This will give them an opportunity to
put their money where their mouth is.
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SUPPORT AND FULLY FUND OUR
TROOPS

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, we
do know that the war in Iraq will come
up for debate in this body, as it should.
But the debate on this floor should not
be about partisan politics. It should be
about doing what is in the best inter-
ests of our troops, making certain that
we win in this global war on terror, and
how we are going to keep this Nation
and our communities and our cities
safe.

I recently read a quote from Spe-
cialist Tyler Johnson. He is serving his
first tour of duty in Iraq. When asked
about the criticism back home, he said
that passing no-confidence resolutions
does send a message to our troops over-
seas: ‘““You may support or say we sup-
port the troops, but you’re not sup-
porting what they do, what they’re
here sweating for, what we bleed for,
what we die for. It all just doesn’t
make sense to me.”

Mr. Speaker, I agree with Tyler and
our troops. Passing no-confidence reso-
lutions does send a message, and it is
not a message of courage, of confidence
and strength.

I agree, let’s support Sam Johnson’s
House Resolution 511. Stand with and
fully fund our troops.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BAIRD). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on
which the vote is objected to under
clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

———

BAINBRIDGE ISLAND JAPANESE
AMERICAN MONUMENT ACT OF
2007

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 161) to adjust the boundary of the
Minidoka Internment National Monu-
ment to include the Nidoto Nai Yoni
Memorial in Bainbridge Island, Wash-
ington, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 161

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bainbridge
Island Japanese American Monument Act of
2007,

SEC. 2. BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The boundary of the
Minidoka Internment National Monument,
located in the State of Idaho and established
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by Presidential Proclamation 7395 of Janu-
ary 17, 2001, is adjusted to include the Nidoto
Nai Yoni (‘‘Let it not happen again’) memo-
rial. That memorial—

(1) commemorates the Japanese Americans
of Bainbridge Island, Washington, who were
the first to be forcibly removed from their
homes and relocated to internment camps
during World War II under Executive Order
9066: and

(2) consists of approximately 8 acres of
land owned by the City of Bainbridge Island,
Washington, as depicted on the map titled
“Bainbridge Island Japanese American Me-
morial’’, numbered 194/80,003, and dated Sep-
tember, 2006.

(b) MAP.—The map referred to in sub-
section (a) shall be kept on file and made
available for public inspection in the appro-
priate offices of the National Parks Service.
SEC. 3. ADMINISTRATION OF MONUMENT.

(a) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary of the
Interior (hereinafter in this section referred
to as the ‘‘Secretary’) shall administer the
Nidoto Nai Yoni Memorial as part of
Minidoka Internment National Monument in
accordance with—

(1) Presidential Proclamation 7395 of Janu-
ary 17, 2001;

(2) laws and regulations generally applica-
ble to units of the National Park System, in-
cluding the Act of August 25, 1916 (popularly
known as the ‘‘National Park Service Or-
ganic Act,”’; 16 U.S.C. 1 et seq); and

(3) any agreements entered into pursuant
to subsection (b).

(b) AGREEMENTS.—

(1) For the purposes of defining the role of
the National Park Service in administering
the Nidoto Nai Yoni Memorial owned by the
City of Bainbridge Island, the Secretary is
authorized to enter into agreements with—

(A) the City of Bainbridge Island;

(B) the Bainbridge Island Metropolitan
Park and Recreational District;

(C) the Bainbridge Island Japanese Amer-
ican Community Memorial Committee;

(D) the Bainbridge Island Historical Soci-
ety;

(E) successor entities to the entities named
in subparagraphs (A) through (D); and

(F) other appropriate individuals or enti-
ties, at the discretion of the Secretary.

(2) In order to implement an agreement
provided for in paragraph (1), the Secretary
may—

(A) make grants to the City of Bainbridge
Island for development of an administrative
and interpretive facility for the Nidoto Nai
Yoni Memorial;

(B) enter into a cooperative management
agreement with the City of Bainbridge Is-
land, pursuant to section 3(1) of Public Law
91-383 (16 U.S.C. 1a-2(1); popularly known as
the ‘“National Park System General Authori-
ties Act’’), for the purpose of providing as-
sistance with operation and maintenance of
the memorial;

(C) make grants to other non-Federal enti-
ties for other infrastructure projects at the
memorial, subject to a match of non-Federal
funding equal to the amount of a grant made
pursuant to this paragraph; and

(D) make grants or enter into cooperative
agreements with non-Federal entities to sup-
port development of interpretive media for
the memorial.

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE AND VISITOR USE
SITE.—The Secretary is authorized to oper-
ate and maintain a site in Seattle, Wash-
ington, for administrative and visitor use
purposes associated with Minidoka Intern-
ment National Monument, using to the
greatest extent practicable the facilities and
other services of the Seattle unit of the
Klondike Gold Rush National Historical
Park.
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(d) COORDINATION OF INTERPRETIVE AND
EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS AND PROGRAMS.—
The Secretary shall coordinate the develop-
ment of interpretive and educational mate-
rials and programs for the Nidoto Nai Yoni
Memorial and the Minidoka Internment Na-
tional Monument site in the State of Idaho
with the Manzanar National Historic Site in
the State of California.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and the gentle-
woman from Washington (Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and exclude extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 161, intro-
duced by my colleague on the Natural
Resources Committee, the gentleman
from Washington State, Representative
INSLEE.

This noteworthy legislation would
authorize a memorial to commemorate
the Japanese Americans of Bainbridge
Island, Washington, who were the first
Americans to be forcibly removed from
their homes and relocated in intern-
ment camps during World War II.

The new memorial will serve as an
important remembrance of a sad chap-
ter in American history. Shortly after
the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor,
President Franklin Roosevelt issued an
executive order providing for the relo-
cation of Japanese Americans living
along the west coast.

On March 30, 1942, the relocation
began at the Eagledale Ferry Dock,
with 227 Bainbridge Island residents
being forcibly removed to internment
camps away from the coast. Eventu-
ally, more than 12,000 Japanese Ameri-
cans in Washington State and more
than 110,000 Japanese Americans along
the west coast were relocated.

Public Law 107-363 directed the Sec-
retary of the Interior to study the
Eagledale Ferry Dock on Bainbridge Is-
land, Washington, to determine the
suitability of designing the site as a
unit of the National Parks System.
The study was to include an analysis of
the historical events associated with
the dock and the potential for pre-
serving and interpreting the site.

On May 1, 2006, the Department of In-
terior transmitted to Congress the
study report. The study recommended
designating a memorial site on Bain-
bridge Island, and that memorial will
be managed as a satellite site of the
Minidoka Internment National Monu-
ment, an existing National Park Sys-
tem unit in Idaho. H.R. 161 would im-
plement the recommendations con-
tained in the study.
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Mr. Speaker, I want to commend and
congratulate my colleague, Mr. INSLEE,
for his commitment and leadership in
this matter. A hearing was held on a
nearly identical measure last Congress,
and Representative INSLEE arranged for
the Subcommittee on National Parks
to receive moving testimony from an
internee whose photograph showing her
holding her infant child has become a
searing image of the internment.

I would also note that for most of us
the internment of Japanese Americans
was a historical event that we read
about in history books, but for two of
our colleagues it was part of their life
experience. My colleagues, MIKE HONDA
and DORIS MATSUI, spent part of their
childhoods in internment camps. I
want to acknowledge their experiences
in this unfortunate episode in history.

Mr. Speaker, we strongly support
passage of H.R. 161 and urge its adop-
tion by the House today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 161
and yield myself as much time as I
may consume.

This legislation further recognizes a
tragic period in our Nation’s history by
designating the ‘‘let it not happen
again’ Memorial on Bainbridge Island,
Washington, as part of the Minidoka
Internment National Monument in the
State of Idaho.

While a hearing was held on this leg-
islation in the 109th Congress, we are
concerned that this bill has not gone
through the markup process, where
issues in this bill, such as its inclusion
of 8 acres of land in the State of Wash-
ington in a monument over 700 miles
away, could have been discussed.

Additionally, it is critical to point
out that the National Park Service tes-
tified that this bill could divert scarce
resources that are needed for existing
parks and programs.

That being said, we will not oppose
the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to commend Congressman JAY INS-
LEE of Washington for bringing forth
H.R. 161 and yield to him as much time
as he may consume.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, today,
when we pass the Bainbridge Island
Japanese American Monument Act of
2007, we will be making a strong Amer-
ican statement. That statement will be
that the power of fear will never again
be allowed to overcome the promise of
liberty. These are images we should
never see again in America; and today,
with the passage of this bill, we will
make a strong American statement
that they will not.

On March 30, 1942, the American
Army, pursuant to an executive order
by an American President, rounded up
227 Americans living on Bainbridge Is-
land and marched them down the
Eagledale Dock in Eagle Harbor of
Bainbridge Island, Washington, sur-
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rounded by American soldiers, some
having bayonets deployed. They were
taken away to internment against
their will, without trial and without
recognition of their rights as citizens
and their honor to serve America.

And now, today, when we are making
the memorial on Bainbridge Island at
the site of this dock, which is now
being prepared and is under construc-
tion, we will be making an American
statement that this cannot happen
again.

The saying is ‘‘Nidoto Nai Yoni,
never let it happen again,” and by
making this part of our National Parks
System, we will be making a statement
that these images will never happen to
any generation of any creed in Amer-
ica.

I want to note some of the people.
This is a picture of a young fellow at
that time named Frank Kinamoto. In
this picture, Frank had his little tag.
Everyone was given a little tag they
had to wear with a number on it. Frank
grew up to be a respected dentist on
Bainbridge Island, and Frank has done
personally what this legislation will do
nationally. He has spent many years
going around showing a collection of
photographs telling young students
why the protection of our civil liberties
is critical and why we should never be
overcome by fear again, and I pay re-
spects to Frank and his efforts.

Another young woman at the time,
who testified several months ago, who
has been pivotal in this effort, Fumiko
Hayashida, shown with her daughter
here just before she was marched down
that pier. Fumiko came to town, who
is 95 years young, who is the oldest in-
ternee that we are aware of, to send
Congress a message to make a national
statement to memorialize this.

Now, there are three reasons I think
it is important that we pass this bill.

First, although this was a tragic epi-
sode in American history, it was an
episode involving patriotism because,
and this is incredible to me, of the 227
people marched down that pier, 62 of
them turned around and volunteered to
serve their nation in World War II, and
62 of these people served with distinc-
tion. These people were the ultimate
patriots. Having been sent to camps by
Uncle Sam, to turn around and fight
for the freedoms to which they were
not entitled was the ultimate act of pa-
triotism, and we honor them as an act
of patriotism in this memorial.

Second, it is a memorialization of
their neighbors. Many of their neigh-
bors rallied around them. Many of
their neighbors guarded some of their
equipment to wait for them to come
home. And Walt Widward, the pub-
lisher of the Bainbridge Island Review,
was the only publisher on the western
coast of the United States to edito-
rialize against this violation of Amer-
ican values. That is something to me-
morialize.

But, most importantly, Nidoto Nai
Yoni, never let it happen again. And
this will be a statement to ourselves,
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to our children, to our grandchildren,
that, when we are in fear in this coun-
try, we should never lose that anchor
of American civil rights and civil lib-
erties in respect to what we are as
Americans.

We have gone through these days in
the last several years. We have experi-
enced fear that sometimes has infected
the discussion here in the Chamber;
and when we go through and deal with
our fears today, I think it is well that
we take a lesson from history of 1942 to
hew to the power of liberty, rather
than the power of fear.

So I am happy today that we will
pass this bill that will make this part
of our National Parks System. I will
invite all Americans to come visit us in
Bainbridge Island. We will invite the
world to come see that America is a
country that makes mistakes but
learns and improves. And this is a con-
tinuation of that American tradition of
improving the American value system.
So I am happy today this House will
take this step.

I want to thank the Bainbridge Is-
land community and all of those who
worked on this project. Clarence
Moriwaki, who has led the effort on
Bainbridge Island, congratulations.
And congratulations to America for al-
ways being an improving country.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, at this
point, T would like to yield 6 minutes
to my good friend and colleague from
Oregon, Congressman WU.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
support H.R. 161, to expand the
Minidoka Internment National Monu-
ment to include the Nidoto Nai Yoni
Memorial, which commemorates the
Japanese Americans of Bainbridge Is-
land, the Japanese Americans of Bain-
bridge Island, Washington, who were
interned during World War II.

On February 19, 1942, President
Franklin Roosevelt signed an executive
order which forcibly removed approxi-
mately 120,000 Americans of Japanese
ancestry from their homes, their
friends, and their communities. They
were incarcerated by this government
for their ancestry. Just over 1 month
after the executive order was signed,
227 Bainbridge island men, women, and
children were sent to internment
camps. They were the very first Japa-
nese American families in the United
States to be incarcerated.

We in the Pacific Northwest would
like to think that we live in a better
part of the country, in a part of the
country where things are the way they
ought to be. But sometimes the way we
want things to be is not the way things
happen or reality. Because these Japa-
nese Americans were taken from their
homes in the heart of the Puget Sound.
They were sailed to Seattle. They were
loaded onto trains for a 3-day journey
to Manzanar, a concentration camp in
California’s Mojave Desert. These
Americans were the very first Ameri-
cans to be so detained, and the last of
the detainees were not released until
October of 1946, 414 years after the sign-
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ing of the executive order and over a
year after the end of World War II.

But this chapter of our history did
not end there. Upon release from the
internment camps, Japanese Ameri-
cans could not return to the lives that
they had led before the tragic and mis-
led executive order. I would like to sub-
mit further information about General
DeWitt’s decisions and recommenda-
tions, and I will do that at a different
time, but during the period of intern-
ment, they had lost their homes, their
businesses, and their livelihoods.

By commemorating Japanese Ameri-
cans who were so detained, we ensure
that this sad episode in our history will
never be forgotten and hopefully not
repeated, because we need to learn
from the mistakes of the past.

Thirty years passed before the execu-
tive order was formally rescinded in
1976. In 1988, a Presidential apology was
issued internees.

This is not an abstraction. This is
not a theoretical debate. The Military
Commissions Act passed by this Con-
gress on September 30, 2006, potentially
puts American citizens at risk of mili-
tary detention. That is a plain reading
of the Military Commissions Act. It
was hotly debated between the then
chairmen of two committees and this
Member. It has been commented upon
to a limited extent in the national
press.

But I think that a fair reading of the
Military Commissions Act would show
you that if a person is just walking
down the street and is detained by
military authority for whatever rea-
son, and we are not talking about
aliens in Afghanistan, we are talking
about someone walking down the
streets of Portland, Oregon, or in Bain-
bridge Island. What could potentially
happen to that person?

The better course under the Military
Commissions Act is that they are sub-
ject to military justice, a very limited
review by a military tribunal, and the
end of that appeal road is the Sec-
retary of Defense. That is actually the
better course.

Now, I have to point out that there
are 25 detainees in Guantanamo who,
after 5 years of detention, have not had
their first review yet; and I say that is
the better course because the course
that is actually more troubling under
the Military Commissions Act is that if
there is not a review, there is no ap-
peal. There is no appeal to a civilian
court. There is no habeas corpus, a doc-
trine which has served Anglo American
societies well for almost a thousand
years.

This memorial, which H.R. 161 helps
us remember, is not an abstraction. It
was real suffering for the Japanese
Americans, for the Americans who
were incarcerated. But it is also a re-
minder that, as was said of the execu-
tive order much later, when actions are
taken by this government in an atmos-
phere of hysteria, great injustices can
be perpetrated; and we need to be care-
ful in our era lest we be put in a posi-
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tion to issue an apology decades from
now.

Following the attack on Pearl Harbor, Ha-
waii passed under martial law, the writ of
habeas corpus was suspended, and the mili-
tary police took several hundred suspected
spies and saboteurs of Japanese extraction
into custody. But the very size of the Japa-
nese community in Hawaii (nearly half the
territory’s population), and its vital impor-
tance to the islands’ economy, foreclosed
any thought of wholesale evacuation. The
mainland community, however, was propor-
tionately much smaller (in California, barely
1 percent of the population), more economi-
cally marginal and socially isolated, and
long buffeted by racist pressures. The main-
land Japanese for the most part kept warily
to themselves, many of them toiling with ex-
emplary efficiency on their family fruit and
vegetable farms. Insular and quiescent, they
were also internally riven by age and legal
status. Their elders, the forty thousand first-
generation immigrant Japanese, or Issei,
were generally over the age of fifty and
debarred from citizenship by the Immigra-
tion Restriction Act of 1924, a statutory im-
pediment that perversely exposed them to
the accusation that as non-citizens they
were poorly assimilated into American soci-
ety. A majority of their children, the eighty
thousand second-generation Nisei, were
under the age of eighteen. Born in the United
States, they were also citizens. Alien and
citizen alike, the peculiarly vulnerable Pa-
cific Coast Japanese community was about
to feel the full wrath of war-fueled hysteria.

Curiously, no clamor for wholesale repris-
als against the mainland Japanese arose in
the immediate aftermath of the Pearl Harbor
attack. The Los Angeles Times soberly edi-
torialized on December 8 that most of the
Japanese on the Coast were ‘‘good Ameri-
cans, born and educated as such,” and se-
renely foresaw that there would be ‘‘no riots,
no mob law.” General John L. DeWitt, chief
of the army’s Western Defense Command, at
first dismissed loose talk of mass evacu-
ations as ‘‘damned nonsense.”” He condemned
any broadside assaults on the rights of the
American-born Nisei. ‘““An American citizen,
after all, is an American citizen,”” he de-
clared. Individual arrests were another mat-
ter. Government surveillance, ongoing since
1935, had identified some two thousand po-
tentially subversive persons in the Japanese
community. Along with fourteen thousand
German and Italian security risks nation-
wide, they were quietly rounded up in the
last days of 1941. But those individual deten-
tions stopped well short of wholesale incar-
cerations. “I was determined,” Attorney
General Francis Biddle wrote, ‘‘to avoid
mass internment, and the persecution of
aliens that had characterized the First World
War.”

In fact, the immigrants whose loyalty had
been questioned during World War I had then
been freshly arrived and seemed to many ob-
servers unarguably alien. But by 1941 those
older European groups were settled commu-
nities, well assimilated, their patriotism as
well as their political loyalty actively cul-
tivated by Roosevelt’s New Deal. Though a
surprising six hundred thousand Italians—
more than 10 percent of the entire Italian-
American community—remained Italian
citizens and were automatically labeled
“enemy aliens’ after Mussolini’s declaration
of war, Roosevelt instructed Biddle to cancel
that designation in a joyfully received an-
nouncement at Carnegie Hall, shrewdly de-
livered on Columbus Day 1942, just weeks be-
fore the congressional elections.

The Japanese were not so fortunate. As
war rumors took wing in the weeks following
Pearl Harbor, sobriety gave way to anxiety,
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then to a rising cry for draconian action
against the Japanese on the West Coast. In-
flammatory and invariably false reports of
Japanese attacks on the American mainland
flashed through coastal communities. Elea-
nor Roosevelt’s airplane, en route to Lios An-
geles on the evening of the Pearl Harbor at-
tack, was grounded in the Midwest while the
first lady telephoned Washington to check a
radio message that San Francisco was under
bombardment. Painters at Stanford Univer-
sity blacked out the skylight of the library’s
main reading room so that it could not serve
as a beacon to enemy pilots. Carpenters
hammered up dummy aircraft plants in Los
Angeles to decoy Japanese bombers away
from the real factories. Athletic officials
moved the traditional New Year’s Day foot-
ball classic from the Rose Bowl in Pasadena,
California; the game was played instead in
North Carolina, presumably safe from Japa-
nese attack. Japan’s astonishing string of
victories in the Pacific further unsettled
American public opinion. Hong Kong fell on
December 2, Manila on January 2, Singapore
on January 25.

The release at the end of January of a gov-
ernment investigation of the Pearl Harbor
attack proved the decisive blow. The report,
prepared by Supreme Court Justice Owen J.
Roberts, alleged without documentation that
Hawaii-based espionage agents, including
Japanese-American citizens, had abetted
Nagumo’s strike force. Two days later,
DeWitt reported ‘‘a tremendous volume of
public opinion now developing against the
Japanese of all classes, that is aliens and
non-aliens.” DeWitt himself, described by
Biddle as having a ‘‘tendency to reflect the
views of the last man to whom he talked,”
soon succumbed to Rumor’s siren. He wildly
declared to an incredulous Justice Depart-
ment official that every ship sailing out of
the Columbia had been attacked by sub-
marines guided by clandestine radio opera-
tors near the river’s mouth. When evidence
of actual attacks failed to materialize,
DeWitt invoked the tortured logic that the
very absence of any sabotage activity on the
West Coast proved the existence of an orga-
nized, disciplined conspiracy in the Japanese
community, cunningly withholding its blow
until it could be struck with lethal effect. In
February the respected columnist Walter
Lippmann alleged that military authorities
had evidence of radio communications be-
tween ‘‘the enemy at sea and enemy agents
on land”—a charge that FBI director J.
Edgar Hoover had already advised Biddle was
utterly without foundation. A radio techni-
cian from the Federal Communications Com-
mission reviewed DeWitt’s ‘‘evidence’” of
electronic signals and declared it hogwash.
All 760 of DeWitt’s suspicious radio trans-
missions could be accounted for, and not one
involved espionage. ‘‘Frankly,” the techni-
cian concluded, ‘I have never seen an organi-
zation [the U.S. Army’s Western Defense
Command] that was so hopeless to cope with
radio intelligence requirements. The per-
sonnel is unskilled and untrained. Most are
privates who can read only ten words a
minute. . . . It’s pathetic to say the least.”

But by this time facts were no protection
against the building gale of fear and preju-
dice. ‘“‘Nobody’s constitutional rights,” Lipp-
mann magisterially intoned, ‘‘include the
right to reside and do business on a battle-
field.”” Lippmann’s colleague Westbrook
Pegler echoed him less elegantly a few days
later: ‘“The Japanese in California should be
under armed guard to the last man and
woman right now,” Pegler wrote in his wide-
ly read column, ‘“‘and to hell with habeas cor-
pus until the danger is over.”” Unapologetic-
ally racist voices also joined the chorus.
“We’re charged with wanting to get rid of
the Japs for selfish reasons,” a leader of
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California’s Grower-Shipper Vegetable Asso-
ciation declared. ‘“We might as well be hon-
est. We do. It’s a question of whether the
white man lives on the Pacific Coast or the
brown man.” Prodded by such sentiments, in
early February 1942 DeWitt officially re-
quested authority to remove all Japanese
from the West Coast. It was impossible he
claimed, to distinguish the loyal from the
disloyal in the peculiarly alien and inscru-
table Japanese community. The only remedy
was wholesale evacuation. The same man
who had said a month earlier, ‘‘An American
citizen, after all, is an American citizen,”
now announced, ‘“A Jap’s a Jap. ... It
makes no difference whether he is an Amer-
ican citizen or not. . . . I don’t want any of
them.”

At the Justice Department several offi-
cials, including conspicuously Edward J.
Ennis, director of the Alien Enemy Control
Unit, as well as Biddle’s assistant James H.
Rowe, struggled to quell this irrationally
mounting fury. Rowe denounced Lippmann
and Pegler as ‘‘Armchair Strategists and
Junior G-Men”’ whose reckless charges came
‘‘close to shouting FIRE! in the theater; and
if race riots occur, these writers will bear a
heavy responsibility.”” Attorney General Bid-
dle informed Secretary of War Stimson ‘‘that
the Department of Justice would not under
any circumstances evacuate American citi-
zens.”” But at a fateful meeting in the living
room of the attorney general’s Washington
home on the evening of February 17, the
gentle and scholarly Biddle buckled. Facing
off against Assistant Secretary of War John
J. McCloy and two army officers, Ennis and
Rowe argued heatedly that DeWitt’s request
for evacuation orders should be denied. Un-
known to his two subordinates, however,
Biddle, new to the cabinet, unsure of his
standing with Roosevelt, and overawed by
the Olympian figure of Stimson, had told the
secretary of war by telephone earlier in the
day that he would not oppose DeWitt’s rec-
ommendation. When this became clear, Rowe
remembered, ‘I was so mad that I could not
speak. Ennis almost wept.”” Even
Stimson had grave misgivings. ‘“The second
generation Japanese can only be evacuated,”
he wrote in his diary, ‘‘either as part of a
total evacuation, giving access to the areas
only by permits, or by frankly trying to put
them out on the ground that their racial
characteristics are such that we cannot un-
derstand or even trust the citizen Japanese.
This latter is the fact but I am afraid it will
make a tremendous hole in our constitu-
tional system to apply it.”” Despite his own
reservations and the sputtering opposition of
the Justice Department officials, Stimson
advised the president that DeWitt should be
authorized to proceed. The cabinet devoted
only a desultory discussion to the matter.
On February 19 Roosevelt signed Executive
Order 9066. It directed the War Department
to “‘prescribe military areas . . . from which
any and all persons may be excluded.”’” No ex-
plicit reference to the Japanese was nec-
essary. When Biddle feebly objected that the
order was ‘‘ill-advised, unnecessary, and un-
necessarily cruel,” Roosevelt silenced him
with the rejoinder: ‘‘[T]his must be a mili-
tary decision.”

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in strong support of H.R. 16, the Bainbridge
Island Japanese American Monument Act of
2007. This important legislation will expand
the boundaries of the federally-recognized
Minidoka Internment National Monument to in-
clude the Nidoto Nai Yoni ‘Let It Not Happen
Again’ Memorial in Bainbridge Island, Wash-
ington.

President Franklin Delano Roosevelt signed
Executive Order 9066 that authorized the forc-
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ible removal and relocation of Americans of
Japanese ancestry from the western United
States nearly 3 months after the Imperial Jap-
anese attack on Pearl Harbor precipitated the
United States’ entrance into World War II.
Under the authority of Executive Order 9066,
on March 24, 1942, Lieutenant General John
DeWitt issued Civilian Exclusion Order No. 1,
forcing the removal of the 227 Japanese
Americans residing on Bainbridge Island.

This edict allowed Japanese Americans re-
siding on Bainbridge Island only 6 days to sell
their belongings, close their businesses, and
pack up their lives before resettlement and in-
ternment in camps elsewhere in the United
States. These Americans endured the addi-
tional burden and injustice of being con-
gregated at Eagledale Ferry Dock under
armed guard before transport to the mainland.
Friends and neighbors converged as a sym-
bolic gesture of unity and support for these
Japanese Americans who were involuntarily
removed from the community. They left behind
all the belongings and possessions that they
could not carry or wear. These Americans of
Japanese ancestry were the first of over
100,000 Japanese Americans to be interned in
remote and desolate camps. They were the
first group of Japanese Americans to be
stripped of their rights as American citizens
under the authorities of Executive Order 9066.

Today, by authorizing this historical piece of
land to be within the boundaries of the
Minidoka Internment National Monument, we
memorialize the sacrifices Japanese Ameri-
cans made during World War Il. We also
would acknowledge through the enactment of
this legislation the occurrence of an egregious
infringement of American citizenship rights. By
adopting this legislation we would provide an
official record of our hope and determination
that an act similar to this one is never re-
peated in the future. This site marks the be-
ginning of the forced exodus of an entire eth-
nic minority from the western United States
and today we hope to transform it into a
means of educating future generations of the
importance of civil liberties, especially in times
of war.

This memorial, a short ferry boat ride from
Seattle, is a fitting symbol of this disturbing
and unfortunate chapter in American history.
While the internment camps themselves are
located in desolate areas, far away from ev-
eryday sight and thought, this monument, in
the heart of the Pacific Northwest, will serve
as a continual reminder of the patriotism of
Japanese Americans during the Second World
War and the mistakes that we should never let
happen again. | urge my colleagues to join me
in supporting this important legislation and |
commend our colleague, the gentleman from
Washington, Mr. INSLEE, for his sponsorship of
this bill.

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 161.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

——————

COMMISSION TO STUDY THE PO-
TENTIAL CREATION OF THE NA-
TIONAL MUSEUM OF THE AMER-
ICAN LATINO ACT OF 2007

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 512) to establish the Commission
to Study the Potential Creation of the
National Museum of the American
Latino to develop a plan of action for
the establishment and maintenance of
a National Museum of the American
Latino in Washington, DC, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 512

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Commission
to Study the Potential Creation of the Na-
tional Museum of the American Latino Act
of 2007°.

SEC. 2. ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMISSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established the
Commission to Study the Potential Creation
of a National Museum of the American
Latino (hereafter in this Act referred to as
the ‘“Commission’).

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Commission shall
consist of 23 members appointed not later
than 6 months after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act as follows:

(1) The President shall appoint 7 voting
members.

(2) The Speaker of the House of Represent-
atives, the minority leader of the House of
Representatives, the majority leader of the
Senate, and the minority leader of the Sen-
ate shall each appoint 3 voting members.

(3) In addition to the members appointed
under paragraph (2), the Speaker of the
House of Representatives, the minority lead-
er of the House of Representatives, the ma-
jority leader of the Senate, and the minority
leader of the Senate shall each appoint 1
nonvoting member.

(c) QUALIFICATIONS.—Members of the Com-
mission shall be chosen from among individ-
uals, or representatives of institutions or en-
tities, who possess either—

(1) a demonstrated commitment to the re-
search, study, or promotion of American
Latino life, art, history, political or eco-
nomic status, or culture, together with—

(A) expertise in museum administration;

(B) expertise in fundraising for nonprofit
or cultural institutions;

(C) experience in the study and teaching of
Latino culture and history at the post-sec-
ondary level;

(D) experience in studying the issue of the
Smithsonian Institution’s representation of
American Latino art, life, history, and cul-
ture; or

(E) extensive experience in public or elect-
ed service; or

(2) experience in the administration of, or
the planning for the establishment of, muse-
ums devoted to the study and promotion of
the role of ethnic, racial, or cultural groups
in American history.

SEC. 3. FUNCTIONS OF THE COMMISSION.

(a) PLAN OF ACTION FOR ESTABLISHMENT

AND MAINTENANCE OF MUSEUM.—The Com-
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mission shall submit a report to the Presi-
dent and the Congress containing its rec-
ommendations with respect to a plan of ac-
tion for the establishment and maintenance
of a National Museum of the American
Latino in Washington, DC (hereafter in this
Act referred to as the ‘““Museum”’).

(b) FUNDRAISING PLAN.—The Commission
shall develop a fundraising plan for sup-
porting the creation and maintenance of the
Museum through contributions by the Amer-
ican people, and a separate plan on fund-
raising by the American Latino community.

(c) REPORT ON ISSUES.—The Commission
shall examine (in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Smithsonian Institution), and
submit a report to the President and the
Congress on, the following issues:

(1) The availability and cost of collections
to be acquired and housed in the Museum.

(2) The impact of the Museum on regional
Hispanic- and Latino-related museums.

(3) Possible locations for the Museum in
Washington, DC and its environs, to be con-
sidered in consultation with the National
Capital Planning Commission and the Com-
mission of Fine Arts, the Department of the
Interior and Smithsonian Institution.

(4) Whether the Museum should be located
within the Smithsonian Institution.

() The governance and organizational
structure from which the Museum should op-
erate.

(6) How to engage the American Latino
community in the development and design of
the Museum.

(7) The cost of constructing, operating, and
maintaining the Museum.

(d) LEGISLATION TO CARRY OUT PLAN OF Ac-
TION.—Based on the recommendations con-
tained in the report submitted under sub-
section (a) and the report submitted under
subsection (c¢), the Commission shall submit
for consideration to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives, the Committee on
House Administration of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Rules and
Administration of the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources of the House of
Representatives, the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources of the Senate, and the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate rec-
ommendations for a legislative plan of ac-
tion to create and construct the Museum.

(e) NATIONAL CONFERENCE.—In carrying out
its functions under this section, the Commis-
sion may convene a national conference on
the Museum, comprised of individuals com-
mitted to the advancement of American
Latino life, art, history, and culture, not
later than 18 months after the commission
members are selected.

SEC. 4. ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS.

(a) FACILITIES AND SUPPORT OF DEPART-
MENT OF THE INTERIOR.—The Department of
the Interior shall provide from funds appro-
priated for this purpose administrative serv-
ices, facilities, and funds necessary for the
performance of the Commission’s functions.
These funds shall be made available prior to
any meetings of the Commission.

(b) COMPENSATION.—Each member of the
Commission who is not an officer or em-
ployee of the Federal Government may re-
ceive compensation for each day on which
the member is engaged in the work of the
Commission, at a daily rate to be determined
by the Secretary of the Interior.

(c) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Each member shall
be entitled to travel expenses, including per
diem in lieu of subsistence, in accordance
with applicable provisions under subchapter
I of chapter 57 of title 5, United States Code.

(d) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT.—
The Commission is not subject to the provi-
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sions of the Federal Advisory Committee
Act.

SEC. 5. DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF REPORTS;
TERMINATION.

(a) DEADLINE.—The Commission shall sub-
mit final versions of the reports and plans
required under section 3 not later than 24
months after the date of the Commission’s
first meeting.

(b) TERMINATION.—The Commission shall
terminate not later than 30 days after sub-
mitting the final versions of reports and
plans pursuant to subsection (a).

SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated for
carrying out the activities of the Commis-
sion $2,100,000 for the first fiscal year begin-
ning after the date of the enactment of this
Act and $1,100,000 for the second fiscal year
beginning after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and the gentle-
woman from Washington (Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 512, which
was introduced by my colleague from
California, Representative BECERRA.

The legislation directs the establish-
ment of a commission to study the po-
tential creation of a National Museum
of the American Latino, to be located
here in Washington, D.C. The commis-
sion will be composed of 23 qualified in-
dividuals, with seven appointed by the
President and the remainder appointed
by the majority and minority leader-
ship of the House and Senate.

Under H.R. 512, the commission
would be required to prepare a plan of
action for the establishment and main-
tenance of the museum, including rec-
ommendations for a legislative plan of
action to create and construct the mu-
seum. The commission’s plan would be
due not later than 24 months after the
date of the commission’s first meeting.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be an
original cosponsor of H.R. 512. Given
the contributions that American
Latinos have made and continue to
make to the cultural and social history
of the United States, this is a most fit-
ting measure.

0 1245

The legislation was the subject of
hearings in the House last Congress,
and I would note that a nearly iden-
tical measure passed the House on Sep-
tember 27, 2006.

As the face of this Nation is rep-
resented by many people, the museum
would be an opportunity for all of
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